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General Factual Allegations

19.  Respondent is, and at all times referred to herein was, a limited liability company
operating under the laws of the state of Missouri.

20.  Respondent is, and at all times referred to herein was, a “person” and “firm” as
defined by 40 C.F.R. § 745.83.

21.  Beginning in early March of 2016, following a neighbor complaint, and pursuant
to Section 11 of TSCA, 15 U.S.C. § 2610, representatives of the EPA Region 7 conducted an
investigation regarding the renovation activities at
(“the Property™), to evaluate Respondent’s compliance with TSCA and the requirements of the
RRP Rule.

22.  In early March of 2016, the City of St. Louis Lead Hazard Control Department
also commenced an investigation into the renovation activities at the Property. The City of St.
Louis lead inspector visited the Property and the surrounding area on multiple occasions between
March 3 and March 9, 2016. He took photographs on March 3, 4, 7, and 9, 2019 and took soil
and dust samples from a neighboring property on March 7, 2016. The City of St. Louis shared
the results of its investigation with the EPA.

23.  On March 15, 2016, an EPA inspector visited the Property, took photographs, and
also collected statements, photographs, videos, voicemail recordings, and documents from a
neighbor of the Property.

24.  The EPA and City of St. Louis investigations are collectively referred to as the
“EPA investigation.”

25. At all times relevant to this Complaint, Respondent was engaged in a
“renovation” of the Property as defined by 40 C.F.R. § 745.83. The EPA investigation revealed
that the renovation, which included extensive gutting of the interior and the disturbance of
greater than six square feet of interior painted surfaces, commenced at the Property on or before
February 28, 2016 and continued until at least March 15, 2016.

26. At all times relevant to this Complaint, Respondent’s renovation of the Property
was a “renovation for compensation” per 40 C.F.R. § 745.82(a).

27. At all times relevant to this Complaint, the Property was “target housing” as
defined by Section 401(17) of TSCA, 15 U.S.C. § 2681(17). The EPA investigation revealed that
the Property was built in 1879.

28. At all times relevant to this Complaint, the Property was unoccupied. Children
less than six years of age neither occupied nor were present at the Property at the time of
Respondent’s renovation and the EPA investigation.












































